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SUMS OF PRIMES AND SQUARES OF PRIMES IN SHORT
INTERVALS

A. V. KUMCHEV AND J.Y. LIU

ABSTRACT. Let Ho denote the set of even integers n # 1 (mod 3). We prove that when
H > X933 almost all integers n € Ha N (X, X + H] can be represented as the sum of a
prime and the square of a prime. We also prove a similar result for sums of three squares

of primes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Additive prime number theory was ushered in by two seminal papers: .M. Vinogradov’s
celebrated proof of the three primes theorem [24] and L.K. Hua’s work [10]. In the latter,
Hua posed several questions that have represented the central problems in the field ever
since. This note is concerned with two of those questions. Let

ng{neN’nil(mod?)), 2| n},
Hz={neN|n=3(mod24), 5fn}.

It is conjectured that every sufficiently large n € Hy can be represented as the sum of a
prime and the square of another prime, and that every sufficiently large integer n € Hs can
be represented as the sum of three squares of primes. However, both these conjectures are
still wide open. Let E;(X) denote the number of integers n € H;, with n < X, which cannot
be represented in the desired form. Hua [10] proved that

Ei(X) < X(log X)™  (j=2,3), (1)

for some A > 0. Later, Schwarz [22] showed that (I]) holds for any fixed A > 0. Bauer [2]
and Leung and Liu [13] used the method of Montgomery and Vaughan [20] to prove that
E;(X) < X179 for some (very small) absolute constants §; > 0. In the case of sums of three
squares, there have been also a series of recent advances [3], 8 [12] [15] 16}, [17], culminating in
the result of Harman and the first author [§] that E3(X) < X%7*¢ for any fixed £ > 0.

Zhan and the second author [14] considered short interval versions of (Il). They obtained
the following result.

Theorem. Let A > 0 and e > 0 be fizved. If X710+ < H < X, then
Ey(X + H) — Ey(X) < H(log X))~ (2)
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Also, if X3/% < H < X, then
Es(X + H) — E3(X) < H(log X))~ (3)
The implied constants in [2l) and [B)) depend at most on A and e.

The admissible range for H in the second part of this theorem was extended to H > X/2*¢
by Mikawa [I8], and then recently to H > X7/'6*¢ by Mikawa and Peneva [19].

The proofs in [14, 18, [19] use the Hardy—Littlewood circle method to count representations
of the desired form on average over n. For example, let Y = X7/12+¢/2 and write

p1+p3=n
ijIj
where p; and ps denote primes and
L =[X-YX), L=[Y"2Y"?). (5)

Deferring some standard notation to the end of this Introduction, we now define

1
XN T s

m1+ms=n
mj GIj

&, P) =39 S 5y aye(—anyo), 7)

2
o0 22,
(a,9)=1

where m; and my denote integers and

S(q,a) = Z e(az?/q). (8)

The estimate (2)) was established in [14] by showing that when H > Y3/4+/2 the asymptotic

formula
Ry(n) = r3(n)Say(n, P) (1 + O((logX)_A))

holds for all but O (H (log X)~*) integers n € HaN (X, X 4+ H]. Here, P = (log X)* for some
B = B(A) > 0. In the present paper, we demonstrate how a rather simple sieve idea yields
a similar result for H > Y?/3+¢/2_ This leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let A > 0, 6 > 0 and € > 0 be fized, and suppose that X718t < H < X.
There exists a B = B(A) > 0 such that when P = (log X)?, the asymptotic formula

Ry(n) = ra(n)Ss(n, P)(1+ O((log X)_1+6)) 9)

holds for all but O (H (log X )~*) integers n € HoN(X, X +H]. The implied constants depend

at most on A, and .
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In particular, it follows from this theorem that (2)) holds when H > X 718+ The error
term in (@) is somewhat weaker than the error term in the analogous result in [14], but that
is a small price to pay for the longer range for H.

It appears very difficult to improve further on Theorem [I] if an asymptotic formula sim-
ilar to (@) is required. On the other hand, if one is content merely with the existence of
representations of n as the sum of a prime and a square of a prime, then further progress is
possible. Indeed, combining the circle method with Harman’s sieve method (see [6, [7]), we
obtain the following result.

Theorem 2. Let A > 0 be fized and suppose that X33 < H < X. Then ([2) holds.

The exponent 0.33 is not the exact limit of the method but just a reasonably close upper
bound for that limit. It can be easily “improved” to 0.3275 by choosing 6, = 0.595 in the
calculations in §5l However, it appears that in order to replace 0.33 by even 0.325, one needs
a substantially new idea.

The methods used in the proofs of Theorems [I] and 2] can be easily adapted to improve
on the result of Mikawa and Peneva on sums of three squares of primes. In particular, when
X118+ < H < X, we obtain an asymptotic result similar to Theorem [Il The application of
the sieve method to this problem, on the other hand, is somewhat less successful. We obtain
the following analogue of Theorem

Theorem 3. Let A > 0 be fized and suppose that X720 < H< X. Then @) holds.

One can use Theorem [ to estimate the number of exceptions in a short interval for
representations as sums of four squares of primes. Let E;(X) denote the number of integers
n, with n < X and n = 4 (mod 24), which cannot be represented as the sum of squares of
primes. Combining Theorem [8] with known results on the difference between two consecutive
primes, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1. Let A > 0 be fized and suppose that X°?" < H < X. Then
Ey(X + H) — Ey(X) < H(log X)™.

Notation. Throughout the paper, the letter p, with or without indices, is reserved for prime
numbers; ¢ denotes an absolute constant, not necessarily the same in all occurrences. As
usual in number theory, p(n), ¢(n) and 7(n) denote, respectively, the Mobius function,
Euler’s totient function and the number of divisors function; ||z|| denotes the distance from
x to the nearest integer. We write e(x) = exp(2miz), ¢,(z) = e(x/q), and (a,b) = ged(a, b).

Also, we use m ~ M and m =< M as abbreviations for the conditions M < m < 2M and
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aM <m < ;M. Finally, if 2 > 2, we define I1(2) = [[ . p and introduce the functions

1 if — p> 2z,
S,z = 4+ HPIn = p=zz (10)
0 otherwise;

\I/( )_ b |n =% (11)
n,z) =
0 otherwise.

2. OUTLINE OF THE METHOD

In this section, we outline the proofs of Theorems [l and 2l The details of those proofs are
presented in §l and §5l The proof of Theorem [ and its corollary are given in g6l

2.1. The circle method. Suppose that X is a large real, and let L = log X, Y = X%,
H =Y?% where 0, and 6, are positive constants to be specified later. Also, let I; and I, be
the intervals (B) with Y = X . For any pair of arithmetic functions A;, Xy, put

R(TL )\1,)\2 Z )\ ml )\2 mg) (12)

mi +m2:n
m;€l;

In particular, we have Ry(n) = R(n;w,w), where w is the characteristic function of the
primes. In the proofs of Theorems [1l and 2, we apply the circle method to R(n; A1, A2) with
different choices of A\; and As.

The application of the circle method starts with the identity

R(n; )\1,)\2):/0 S1(a)Sa(a)e(—an) da, (13)

where
= N(me(am?)  (j=1,2).
mel;
Suppose that A > 0 is a fixed real, which we assume to be larger than some absolute constant.
We set
P=L" Qy=YP?® Q=HP, (14)
where B is a parameter to be chosen later in terms of A. We define the sets of major and

minor arcs as follows:

1
Mm = { —9+—], m=[Q " 1+Q7"]\M. (15)
qulym q q qQ
(a,9)=
We also write M(q, a) {aERHqOé—a\ < Q" 1}

In order to proceed further, we need to make some assumptions regarding A; and \y. We
require the following hypotheses:

(A1) We have \;(m) < 1 and A\;(m) = 0 when ®(m, P) = 0.
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(A1) There exists a smooth function f; such that the inequality

(M (m) — DO fi (m))x(m)' <YPs

sup
Jcr

meJ
holds for all Dirichlet characters y with moduli ¢ < P. Here, the supremum is over
all subintervals of I, and D(x) =1 or 0 according as y is principal or not.

2

(Agy) There exists a smooth function f; such that the inequality
(A2(m) — D(x) fa(m)) x(m)| dt < (qQ)*P~*

/Y
YAl cm2<iyst

holds for all Dirichlet characters x with moduli ¢ < P and all real § with 0 < § <
qQY 1.
When a € M(q, a), we define the functions

S(q,a)
?(q)

’ —@ a—a () =
Sl(a)—¢(q)T1( /@),  S3(c)

where S(g, a) is defined in (ISI) and
= filme(pm?)  (j=1,2).

mel;

TQ(a - a’/Q)>

Since the intervals (g, a) are disjoint, this defines S5 () on M. The analysis of the major
arcs aims to prove that one can approximate S;(a) by S7(a) on average over a € M. By
Cauchy’s inequality,

1/2
/|51(SQ—S§)|da§P[11/2< max / |52—s;|2da) , (16)
m l%ag)qglp m(q7a)
a,q)=

where

Il / |Sl|2d0é = Z )\1 << Y. (17)

mely
Let a € M(q,a) and note that (Ay;) implies that Ao(m) = 0 when (m,q) > 1. Using the
orthogonality of the characters modulo ¢, we obtain
[Sa(a) = S5(@)* < Y [Wala—a/q, X)I, (18)
x mod ¢

where

Wi(8,x) = > (A(m) = D(x) fi(m))x(m)e(Bm?)  (j=1,2).

mEIj

Inserting (I7)) and (I8) into the right side of (I6), we get

1/(¢Q)
51 Sy — 53)| da < pPY'/? max

= Xmodq —1/(aQ)
5
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Combining Gallagher’s lemma [5, Lemma 1]) with a device of Saffari and Vaughan [211, p.
25], we find that

[ e oras < s [

-1/(qQ) (QQ) Y/4

2

ST (Nalm) — D(x) fo(m)) x(m)| dt +3,

t<m?<t+6t

for some § < (¢qQ)Y ' < HY ~1. Thus, by (I4)), (I9) and hypothesis (As5) above,
[ 18152 = splda < (v/P) 2 (20)
m

Before proceeding further, we make an assumption regarding the smooth functions f; and
f> appearing in hypotheses (A;2): we suppose that

[fim)| <1, |fim)] <A +[m)™"  (1=1,2). (21)

These simple conditions suffice to deduce the bounds

L5 < Y+YIB)T (=12) (22)
Let
1
4Qo =T Mo, 23
qgjljlyﬁq [q aQo’ q+qQ0]’ Mo \ My (23)
(a,9)=1
By @7 (D]) and (Im)
(/ |515*|da) <<Ilz Z |S (Ja / |T2(ﬁ)|2d5
q<P 1<a<q 1/(qQo)
Y2 n .= YP 1+77. 924
“Yia /1/(qQo) (ESYEE (24)

q<P

Here and through the remainder of this section, n > 0 is a fixed real that can be taken
arbitrarily small.
Now, if o € M(q, a) N My, we have (similarly to (Ig]))

[Si(a) = Si(a)] < g /*1 Y [Wila —a/g,x)|. (25)

Using partial summation, we deduce from (25]) and (A;2) that
[S1(a) = Sj(a)] < ¢/* 2y P11+ Y B)).

From this inequality and (22]), we obtain

1/(aQo
/ |(S1 — S7)S;| da < Zq Z / Y3/2P‘5 dp < Y2 p=itn, (26)

q<P 1<a<q 1/(4Qo)



Finally, by (I4)) and (22),
1/2
/ T1(B)T2(B) dB < Y'/*P~2,

1/(aQo)
whence
/ ST(a)S5(a)e(—an) da = Ga(n, P)JI(n; A\, A2) + O(Yl/QP_l), (27)
Mo
where &y(n, P) is defined in ([7) and
1/2
) = [ BTG di= 3D flm) alma)

mi +m2—n
m; €L,

Combining (20), (24)), (26) and (27), we get
/ S1Sse(—an) da = / SiSye(—an) da +/ S1(Sy — S5)e(—an) da
m T m

+/ S1S5e(—an) da+/ (S1 — S7)S5e(—an) da
mo Mo
= Gy(n, P)I(n; A1, Ag) + O (Y2 P~1/24m), (28)

In order to estimate the contribution from the minor arcs, we now make another hypothesis
regarding \o:
(Ag3) Given any A > 0, there exists a By = Byg(A) > 0 such that when B > By, the

inequality
Y
L.

holds for all o« € m.

2
Ao(m)e(am?)| dt < H?L™*

t<m2<t+H

Using the well-known bound
Z e(an) < min (H, [Jof| ),
X<n<X+H

we obtain
2

D

X<n<X+H

< / / 15,(0)S2()S: (8)Sa(8)|(H, | — ™) dadp

/ S1(a)Sy(a)e(—an) do

< [ [18:0)su(@P (t o - 5) dads

< s [ [Sa(0) B(I. ] = B ) do (29)
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Moreover, a simple subdivision argument yields
/ 1S3(0) 2(H, [la — B]| ) da < HL/ 1Sy(a)? da, (30)
m J’Y

for some v € [0,1] and J, =mnN [y — H~', v+ H™']. Since an interval of length 2H ! can

intersect at most one major arc, J, is either an interval or the union of two intervals. Hence,
1/H

[ 1ss@Pda [ [Sia+ ) ds. (31)
1, —1/H

for some o € m. By Gallagher’s lemma and hypothesis (As 3), the last integral is O(L‘A_l),
which together with (29)—(31]) gives

>

X<n<X+H

Combining (13), (I5), [28) and (B2)), we obtain the following result.

2
< HYL . (32)

S1(a) Sy (a)e(—an) da

m

Proposition 1. Let A > 0 be fived and P = LP, with B > By(A) > 0. Suppose that \; is
an arithmetic function satisfying hypotheses (A11) and (A12), and that Ay is an arithmetic
functions satisfying hypotheses (As1)—(As3). Furthermore, suppose that the functions fi and
fa appearing in hypotheses (A;2) satisfy (21). Then

ST R0 A Ae) — Galn, P)I(n; A Ao < HY LA (33)

X<n<X+H

2.2. The sieve method. One can use Proposition [I] with A\; = Ay = w, the characteristic
function of the primes, to obtain an asymptotic formula for Rs(n) for almost all n € Ha N
(X, X + H] (that is, for all but O(HL™) such n). However, when one tries to verify the
hypotheses of the proposition, one is forced to choose 6, > % and 0y > %, and so one recovers
the result of Zhan and the second author mentioned in the Introduction. Thus, in the proofs
of the theorems, we use different choices for A\; and \s.

First, let

Xo(m) = ®(m, ), 2 =YYiP~2 (34)
We note that
Ry(n) = R(n; @, \o) — Ro(n), (35)

where Ry(n) is the number of solutions of the equation
p1+ (paps)® = n
in primes pq, pa, p3 subject to

meL, z<p <YV py<ps pops €l
8



It turns out that Proposition [Il can be applied to R(n;w, \g) when 6; > 1—72 and 0y > % This
yields the asymptotic formula

R(n; @, \o) = &y(n, P)J(n) + O(Y'2L™4)

for almost all n € HoN (X, X + H]. Here, we have J(n) ~ ry(n), so this asymptotic formula
is very close to the conjectured asymptotic formula for Re(n). In order to complete the proof
of Theorem [I], we shall use an upper-bound sieve to show that

Ro(n) < &y(n, P)ry(n)L~1° (36)

for almost all n € Ho N (X, X + H].
We now proceed to outline the proof of Theorem 2l We introduce two pairs of arithmetic
functions: AT such that

Ar(m) @ (m) <A (m)  (m e, (37)
and Ay such that
Ay (m) < Xo(m) < XS (m) (m e I). (38)
Then
R(n;w, Ao) = R(n; AT, Ay) + R(ns Ar, A7) — R(ns AT, A7), (39)

We remark that this inequality is a variant of the vector sieve of Briiddern and Fouvry [4]. We
shall use Harman’s sieve to construct the functions A\ so that Proposition [l can be applied
to each of the three terms on the right side of ([39). It will then follow from (39) that

R(n, w, )\0) Z (0'(91, 92) + 0(1))7’2(71)62(71, P) (40)

for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H]. Here, 0(6;,0,) is independent of any parameters other
than the exponents ¢; and 6;. Moreover, as a function of 6; and 65, ¢ is continuous and
non-decreasing with respect to each variable. Since ¢(0.55+¢,0.6) > 0.17, Theorem 2 follows

readily from (B5), (36) and (E0).

3. LEMMAS

In this section, we collect various auxiliary results required in the proofs of the theorems.
These lemmas fall in three major categories: bounds for exponential sums; results from
elementary number theory and sieve theory; and results concerning the singular series.

3.1. Bounds for exponential sums. The first two lemmas are essentially restatements of

Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [I4]. We omit the proofs, since they are identical to the proofs in

4.
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Lemma 3.1. Let A > 0, B > 0, and 2'/? < y < z, with = sufficiently large. Suppose that
a € R and a,q € Z are such that

LP <q<yL™® (a,q)=1, |a—a/q <q? (41)

where L = log x. Suppose also that (a,,) is a sequence of complex numbers with |a,,| < 7(m)¢,
and that

1< M< V4B,

Then, for B > By(A) > 0, one has
2z
/ Z Z ame(amzk‘Q)

m~M  k
t<m2k2<t+y

Lemma 3.2. Let A >0, B > 0, and 2'/? < y < z, with x sufficiently large. Suppose that

a € R and a,q € Z satisfy (). Suppose also that (a.,) and (by) are sequences of complex

numbers with |a,| < 7(m)¢ and |by| < 7(k)¢, and that

2
dt < L.

LB < M <ya'2L7EB.

Then, for B > By(A) > 0, one has
2x
/ Z Z ambke(am2k2)

m~M  k
The next lemma is a simple tool for reducing the estimation of a bilinear sum to the

2
dt < y* L™,

t<m2k2<t+y

estimation of a similar sum subject to ‘nicer’ summation conditions. The proof is a standard
application of Perron’s integral formula, so we omit it and refer the reader to Kumchev [12),
Lemma 2.7].

Lemma 3.3. Let F : N — C satisfy |F(z)| < X, let M, K > 2, and define the bilinear form

BIM,K)= > > anbF(mk),
m~M k~K
m<k

where |ay,| <1, |bg] < 1. Then

B(M,K) < L

3 Zajﬂb;F(mk:)' XM,
m~M k~K
where |al | < |aml|, |b,] < |bg| and L =log(2M K X). The same estimate holds, if we replace

the summation condition m < k in the definition of B(M, K) with U < mk < U’.
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Lemma 3.4. Let A >0, B > 0, and 2'/? < y < z, with = sufficiently large. Suppose that
a € R and a,q € Z satisfy [@d). Suppose also that (a,,) is a sequence of complex numbers
with |am,| < 7(m)¢, and that

1< M< x1/4L_zB, 2<2< yx_l/QL_zB.

Then, for B > By(A) > 0, one has
/ Z Z a,®(k, 2) am2k2)

m~M k
where ®(k, z) is the function defined in (I0).

dt<<yL

t<m2k2<t+y

Proof. Let g; denote the indicator function of the interval (tl/ 2 (t+y)V 2}. We have
Z Zam (k, z)gi(mk)e am2k2 Z Z Zam,u )gi(mkd)e (amzkzdz)
m~M k dTl(z) m~M &

It thus suffices to show that

/w Z Z Zam,u )gi(mkd)e (am2k2d2)

d|TI(z) m~M &
d~D

where 1 < D < 2'/2M~'. We distinguish three cases depending on the size of D.

Case 1: D < L®. Upon defining the convolution

br = Z amlu’(d)v
dm=r

d~D m~M
d[Il(z)

dt < 3L (42)

we can rewrite the left side of ([42]) as

/ >3 bgi(rk)e(ar’k?)

r~R k
where |b,| < 7(r)¢ and R = M D < z'/4*L~B. Therefore, [@2) follows from Lemma 311
Case 2: LP < D < yx~'2L=8. Upon defining the convolution

g Qm,

m~M

d

we can rewrite the left side of ([42]) as

/296 Z Zbr,u Ygi(rd)e ar2d2)

d~Dd|II(z) T

where |b,| < 7(r)¢. Therefore, ([@2) follows from Lemma [3.2]
11
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Case 8: D > ya~Y2L=8. Set V = ya~Y2L~5. Each d appearing in the summation has a
factorization d = p; - - - p, subject to

pr<--<p<z p-op2=2V
Therefore, there is a unique integer s, 1 < s < r, such that
LP <z W <prps SV <pre-payr

On writing p = ps, P’ = pss1, d1 = p1 -+ Ps—1, dg = Psya - -+ Py, We can express the left side of

(42) as

/232
T

where p, p’, dy, dy are subject to

2

DD anpldi)p(do)(di, p)gi(mkpp'dids)e (o(mkpp'didy)?) | dt,

p,p’ di,de m~M k

P <p<z ppdd;~D, d|I(z), do|I(p), L <dip<V <dipp.
Hence, using Lemma to remove the summation conditions
P <p, pp'didy~D, and dipp’ >V,
we can show that the left side of (42]) is bounded by

2x
% /

with coefficients |a,| < 1 and |b,| < 7(u)¢ (the new variables being u = mkp'd, and v = pd,).
Thus, [#2)) follows from Lemma O

2

Z Z dvbugt(uv)e(auQUQ) dt + L°,

LB<y<V u

3.2. Some lemmas from sieve theory. Let ®(m, z) and ¥(m, z) be the functions defined
in (I0) and (). Lemma below is Theorem 1 in Tenenbaum [23, §II1.5]. Lemma is
a variant of Theorem 3 in Tenenbaum [23] §II1.6].

Lemma 3.5. If x and z are large real numbers, then
Z W(m,z) < zexp (— (logz)/(2log 2)).
m<x

Lemma 3.6. Let 2 < z < x < 2z and let w be the continuous solution of the differential
delay equation

(tw(t)) =w(t—1) ift>2,
w(t)=1¢"" if 1<t <2.

Z P(m, z) = L ;xw (logm> +0 (z(logz)™*),

log z

the implied constant depending at most on A.
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We now introduce some standard sieve-theoretic notation. If A is an integer sequence, we
define

Agj={ae A|lm=0 (modd)}.
Suppose that when d is squarefree, we have
|Adl = g(d)N +r(d), (43)

where N is a large parameter independent of d and ¢ is a multiplicative function such that
0 < g(p) < 1 for all p. We assume that there exist constants x > 0 and K > 2 such that

[T -oo)™ < (E2) (1+ s ) (44)

w<p<z

whenever 2 < w < z. The next lemma is a version of the upper-bound Rosser—Iwaniec sieve:
see Iwaniec [I1), Theorem 1].

Lemma 3.7. Let z > 2, s > 1, and let A be an integer sequence. Suppose that N, the
arithmetic function g and the remainders r(d) are defined by ([d3), and that (44) holds for
some absolute constants k > 0 and K > 2. Then

S 0(a,2) SNV(2)(1+0(e7) + 3 u(@d)?r(d)],

acA d<zs

where V(2) = [],<. (1 —g(p)). The implied constant depends at most on k and K.

3.3. The singular series. In this section, we collect the necessary information about the

singular series for sums of a prime and a square of a prime and for sums of three squares of
primes. Let S(g, a) be given by (8). We define

Aalng) = 2D 5 S(a.a)ey(-an), Aulia) = 5 3 Slaaen(-an)
s o=
ej(nap):ZAj(naQ)> ‘Bj(n>P):H(1+Aj(nap)+Aj(n>p2)+"')' (45)

q<P p<P

Note that Gy(n, P) is the sum defined earlier in (7). These sums and products were studied
in great detail by Schwarz [22, §§2-3]. Here is a list of some facts that can be found there:
i) A;(n,q) is multiplicative in g.
ii) As(n,p*) =0 when p>3,k>2o0rp=2k>4.
iii) If n € Ha, then Ay(n,p) > —1 for all p.
iv) If n € Hz, then Az(n,27) > 0 and As(n,p) > —1 for all p > 3.
)

g2

v Z Aj(nv QI>AJ(n7 Q2) = 0 when ¢; # go.
n=1

13



Furthermore, it is not difficult to show that

(p—1)7" if p | n,

Ag n, =
(n.) (%)p_l + O(p_Q) if ptn,

(46)

where (%) is the Legendre symbol modulo p. There is also a similar expression for As(n,p)

(see Mikawa [I8, (4.1)]), from which we can deduce that [A3(n, p)| < 3p~' +O(p~2). Hence,

[A;(n.q)| < g ' [](14+p7")" < ¢ " (loglog g)°. (47)
plg
We also have
(log P)_1 < Po(n, P) < log P, (log P)_3 < PBs(n, P) < (log P)3. (48)

Finally, we state and prove a lemma, which allows us to approximate &;(n, P) by B;(n, P)
on average over n, provided that P is small compared to n. The lemma is essentially a
generalization of a result of Schwarz [22] Satz 1], but our proof is considerably shorter.

Lemma 3.8. Let A > 2 and ¢ > 0 be fivzed. Suppose that x* < y < z and P < @ <
exp ((logz)'=¢). Then

S (&5(n. P) —Pi(n. Q)" < yP M logz + y(logz) ™. (49)

z<n<lz+y

Proof. We may assume that e < §. Put Q2 =[] .o p, Q3 = 4Q,, and Qy = y/3. We have

‘Bj(n> Q) = Z Aj(na Q)\Ij(qa Q) = Z Aj(na Q)\Ij(qa Q) + 27 (50)

q<Q; q<Qo
where

S= Y A q¥qQ) < Y q '(loglogq)U(q,Q).

Qo<g<Qj Qo<q<Qj

An appeal to Lemma 3.5 then yields
¥ < (loglog Q;)° Z g "V(q,Q) < (log Q) exp ( — (log Qo) /(210g Q)).
Qo<q<Q;
Since ¥(q, Q) = 1 when 1 < ¢ < P, we deduce from this inequality and (50) that
Gj(n> P) - ;Bj(n’ Q) = Z quj(na Q) + O((log x)_A_2)>
P<q<Qo

where 6, = 1 — ¥U(q,Q). Since the sum over ¢ does not exceed (logz)? (recall ([AT)), the
desired conclusion then follows from the bound

Z Z 04,00, 4;5(n, q1)Aj(n, @) < yP ' ogz + y(logz) ™. (51)
r<n<z+y P<q1,q2<Qo
14



By (1),
Z Z 024;(n,q)* < Z Zq_z(log log q)° < yP'logx.

rz<n<z+y P<q<Qo rz<n<z+y q>P

On the other hand, when ¢ # g2, [7) and v) above yield

q192

< QZ 14;(n, 1) A (n, 2)| < (q142)°7,

> Ai(na)A(n,a)

z<n<z+y n=1
whence
Z Z 9‘11 HQQAJ (nv q1>Aj (nv Q2) < Q3+€ < y3/4'
z<n<z+y P<q1<q2<Qo
Q#q2
This establishes (&1). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

We first verify the hypotheses of Proposition [l for R(n;w, ), where w is the indicator
function of the primes and \g is defined by (B4]). These functions clearly satisfy hypotheses
(Aj1) in §2. When 6; > -, w satisfies hypothesis (A1) with fi(u) = (logu)™ (u > 2). This
is a short interval form of the Siegel-Walfisz theorem that can be established by the same
methods as Huxley’s theorem on primes in short intervals. The same methods establish also

hypothesis (Ays) for Ay with

1 v dt
folw) = fga / HogDloglayn) ST

T The first term in the above sum accounts for the primes in the

ﬁ.
support of \g, and the second term accounts for products pips with zg < p; < po. (The

provided that 6, >

reader can find a justification of hypothesis (As ) in the case when Ay = w in [14, Lemma
5.1] or in Mikawa and Peneva [19, Lemma 2].)
Finally, we consider hypothesis (As3). We set z; = Y'/+%/2 and note that

Ao(m) = ®(m, z) = B(m,z1) — > ®(mp~',p).
21<fSZO
pm

Since mp~! < Y'/37¢/2 in the sum above, we have ®(mp~',p) = w(mp~') = ®(mp~', ).

Hence,
Ao(m) = ®(m,z1) — Y ®(mp' z) = Ny(m) — Xj(m), say. (52)

z1<p<zp
plm

Suppose that @ € m and 6, > % + ¢ (note that the latter condition ensures that z; <
HY~'2[=2B) Then Lemma B4l with + =Y, y = H, (m, k) = (1,m) and z = 2, establishes
hypothesis (Ag3) for Aj; the same lemma with z =Y,y = H, (m,k) = (p,mp™') and z = 2

establishes hypothesis (Ay3) for Aj. The hypothesis (Ag3) for Ag then follows from (52)). We
15



remark that the choice of zy in (34) is determined by the hypothesis on M in the application
of Lemma B.4 to Aj.

Suppose now that 6; > % + %5 and 6y > % + €. Having verified all the hypotheses of
Proposition [I, we can then apply that proposition to get

R(nyw, Xo) = Gs(n, P)I(n; @, Ag) + O(Y/2L™4) (53)
for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H]. Note that with the above choices of f; and f,, we have
J(n;w, Xo) =r2(n)(1+O(L " log L)). (54)

Combining (35), (@8), (9), (53) and (G4), we obtain the asymptotic formula
Ry(n) = &y(n, P)ra(n)(1+ O(L 'log L)) — Ro(n) (55)

for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H], provided that X7/ < H < X'=¢ and P = (log X)?
with B sufficiently large in terms of A. Therefore, Theorem [ follows from the following
proposition.

Proposition 2. Let A > 0, § > 0 and € > 0 be fized, and suppose that Y < H < Y17¢.
There exists a By = Bo(A) > 0 such that when B > By, one has

Ro(n) < r2(n)&s(n, P)L™'°
for all but O(HL‘A) integers n € Ha N (X, X + H].
Proof. We estimate Ry(n) by means of an upper-bound sieve. Observe that Ry(n) is the
number of primes in the sequence
A={me | m=n—(pp:)? with p; € I, p1 < ps, pips € I},

where Iy = [z, Y'/*). Hence,

Ro(n) < ) ®(m, 2), (56)
meA
where z is any parameter with 2 < z < X'/2. We now proceed to apply Lemma 3.7 to the
right side of (B4]).
When X <n < X + H, |A| is the number of products p;ps, where

pi €13, pip2 €y, p1 < po.

Thus, upon writing J(p) for the interval defined by the conditions pzr € I, and z > p, we
deduce from the Prime Number Theorem that

Al =N+ O0(Y"?exp (- L'?)),

where J
u
N = / —— < YY2L %log L. (57)
Z J(p) logu
16
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Suppose that d is a squarefree integer, with d < Y/8. Then

|Ag| = Z Z Z L,

heRgp1€ls  pa€d(p1)
p1p2=h (mod d)

where R, represents a maximal set of incongruent solutions of 2 = n (mod d). In particular,
we have |Ay| = 0 when (d,n) > 1. We now define

¢(d)~HRal if (n,d) =
0 if (n,d) >

m=T10+ ()

(%) being the Legendre symbol modulo p. We note that when n € H,, g satisfies the

r(d) = |Ad = g(d)N,  g(d) =

and note that

hypothesis (44) of Lemma B 7l with x = 2. Furthermore, it follows from the above definitions
that if D < Y%, we have

D_udPlr(d)] <} ) 7(d) max max

d<D p€l3 d<D

1 Todt
”W’a)‘m/Q g

where 7(x;d, a) is the number of primes p = a (mod d) with p < z. The sum over d can be

)

estimated by means of the Bombieri—Vinogradov theorem and Cauchy’s inequality. Thus,
for any fixed A > 0 and any D < Y'/8L7B(4) we obtain the bound

> u(d?lr(d)] < Y YVPpi LA < YL
d<D pels
We now apply Lemma B with D = Y% and z = exp (L'™%/?) to the sequence A. We
get

Z ®(m, z) < NH (1—g(p)) +Y2L™4, (58)
meA P<z

where A > 0 can be taken arbitrarily large. Comparing the definition of ¢ and (4€]), we find
that when n € Hs,

[Ta-9w) <]] (1 — %) JT (1 + Axn,p) < Paln, z) (59)

log z
p<z p<z p<z

Here, Pa(n, z) is the partial singular product defined in (45). Combining the lower bound
(48)) and inequalities (B6)—(5Y), we conclude that

Ro(n) < YYV2L73499, (n, 2).
Finally, by (47) and Lemma with z = X, y = H and Q = z, the asymptotic formula
Pa(n, z) = Ga(n, P)(1+ O(L7"))
17



holds for almost all integers n € Hy N (X, X + H]|, provided that P > LA+, O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

As we stated already in §2] the proof of Theorem 2] makes use of two pairs of functions,
AT and Aj satisfying (37) and (B8), respectively. We borrow the functions AF from Baker,
Harman and Pintz [1]: we choose A\{ (m) = ag(m) and A\{ (m) = a;(m), where ag and a; are
the functions constructed in [I] (see [1L §4] for details). We note that, by construction, these
functions satisfy hypotheses (A1) and (A;2) of Proposition [l when 6; > 0.55 + «.

Next, we turn to the construction of A\y. As hypothesis (Ay3) is the most demanding
among the requirements imposed on A, in Proposition [I our construction focuses on satis-
fying that hypothesis. Let

U=Y V=HY =P W=y (60)
Recall also the definition of zy in ([B4]). We apply twice Buchstab’s identity
®(m,z) = (m,w) — Y d(mptp)  (2<w<z2) (61)
w<‘p§z
plm

to decompose A\ as follows:

Mo(m)=o(m, V)= Y @mp V) + > (m(pip) " p2)

V<p<zo V<p2<p1<z(p2)
plm p1p2|m
=71(m) — 72(m) +13(m),  say. (62)

Here, we have z(p) = min (2o, Y/?p~?). In particular, when 6, > 2 + ¢, the sum 3 is empty
and (62) turns into (52). We now split v3(m) into two subsums. We have

73(7"):{ Z + Z }(P(m(plm)‘l,pz)274(m)+75(m), say, (63)

where the - -- represent the summation conditions V' < py < p; < z(ps) and p1py | m. We
are now in position to define A\;. We set

Ay (m) = 71 (m) = y2(m) +75(m). (64)
Note that, by (62) and (63]), we have \; (m) = Ao(m) — 14(m), so A5 satisfies (38). Fur-
thermore, by virtue of ([34]) and (60]), we can use Lemma [3.4] to verify hypothesis (As3) for
y1 and 7,. Finally, in 75, we have U < m(pip2)~' < V, so we can apply Lemma with

(m, k) = (m(plpg)_l,plpg) to verify hypothesis (Ag3) for 75. We conclude that A, satisfies
both (B8) and hypotheses (A1) and (As3) of Proposition Il When 6, > 5, \; satisfies also

12

hypothesis (Ag2), though this may require some explanation.

7

E.

to prove this is to use (61Il) to decompose w into a linear combination of functions similar
18
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to our 7;’s and then to establish hypothesis (Ags) for each function in that decomposition.
Applying that same decomposition to A, instead to w is equivalent to taking the intersection
of two partitions of a set. Therefore, such a decomposition of A\; will produce more terms
than the respective decomposition of w, but every such term will be a subsum of a sum
appearing in the decomposition of . Thus, the same results, which establish (Ag ) for all
terms in the decomposition of w, will establish (As ) for all terms in the decomposition of
As -
We now proceed with the construction of \j. By (1),

Ao(m) =®(m, V)= Y @(mpp)— Y  @(mpp)

V<p<z z21<p<zo
plm plm
= pi(m) — Bao(m) — fs(m), say. (65)

Here, z; = max (V, 21/%) . Note that when 0y > 3 2 =V and the sum (s is empty. Suppose
0 8
now that 5 < 2 (and hence, z; = Zé/ ?). We apply (BI) two more times to fy:

Pa(m) = Z <I>(mp_1,V) — Z @(m(plpg)_l,V)

V<p<z1 V<pa<p1<z1
plm p1p2|m
+ Z ®(m(pipaps) ", ps)
V<ps<pa<p1<z1
p1p2p3|m
= B4(m) — Bs(m) + Bg(m), say. (66)
We define
Ay (m) = Bi(m) — Ba(m) + Bs(m). (67)

By (63) and (66), we have AJ (m) = Ao(m)+B3(m)—+58s(m), so \J satisfies (B8] and hypothesis
(A1) of Proposition [l Hypothesis (As) holds when 6, > % for the same reasons as in
the case of \;. Finally, A\J satisfies hypothesis (A 3), because Lemma [3.4] can be applied to
each of the three terms on the right side of (G1).

Suppose now that )\Z-i are the above functions and that 6; > 0.55 + ¢ and % < 0y < %
With these choices, we can apply Proposition [Il to each of the three terms on the right side
of (39). We deduce that

R(n;w, \g) > Sa(n, P)JI(n)(1+ o(1)) (68)
for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H]. Here,

)= > (A ma)fs (me) + fr (ma) £ (ma) — fi (ma) £ (m2)),

mi —i—m%:n
mj EI]‘

ff being the smooth functions appearing in hypotheses (A;2).
19



The functions fjjE arise via applications of Lemma B.6l For example, when 6y > g, we have

Ay (m) = ®(m, V), and Lemma gives

logm _
Z)\g m) logV Z ( ) +O(Y'2L4)

m<x

for any fixed A > 0 and any z < Y''/2. Hence, in this case, we have

1 logm
f3(m) = long(logV) (m 2 V).

Furthermore, the functions fjjE satisfy asymptotic formulas of the form

T;‘ fji(m) = 0' +0(L Z logm
m<x m<:c

+ +

(69)

where o5 = 05 (0;) are numbers depending only on ¢, and . The values of o7 are estimated

j
in [1]: when 6; > 0.55 + ¢, we have

F<1.01, op >0.99.

On the other hand, the values of o3 arising from the above construction of A3 are

1—U1 —UQ) duldu2
o, =1— + O(e),
=l of ue 4 0()
g;:1+/1/2w(1_u) /// (1—u1—u2—u3) duldu2d2U3+O(E)’
1/4 DF U1U2U3

where

D; 20, — 1 <y <up <1 5y U+ 2up < 1, up +up < 2 — 20,
Dy - 292—1<u3<u2<u1<i.
A computer calculation then yields
07 (2) > 022, of(2) < 2.26.
Combining (69)—(7T)), we get
J(n) >ra(n)(0.174+ O(L7"))
Inserting this bound into (68]), we obtain
R(n;w, \o) > Gs(n, P)ra(n)(0.17 + o(1))
for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H].

(70)

(72)

Finally, we choose ¢#; = 0.55 + ¢ and 0, = % — 2e. Theorem [l is a direct consequence of

B5), (72) and Proposition

20
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6. SUMS OF THREE AND FOUR SQUARES

6.1. Proof of Theorem [3l The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem [2 so we only
outline the differences between the two proofs. Let Rs(n) denote the number of representa-

p?+pi+pi=n
p?+p2ely,ps€ly

tions of n in the form

In place of the quantity defined in (I2]), we use
R(n; AL, >\2) = Z Al(mlam2))\2(m3)' (73)

m%—i—m%—i—m%:n
m%—l—m% €l;,ms€ls,

We set \j(m, k) = w(m)w(k) and A\y(m) = A; (m), where A5 is the function defined in (64).
Similarly to (B8] and (B9), we have

R3(n) > R(n; A\, A2) — Ro(n), (74)
where Ry(n) is the number of solutions of the equation
pi+ps+ (p3pa)* =n
in primes pq,...,ps subject to
pi4pyell, z<ps <Y py<ps, psps €L
Suppose again that A > 0 is a fixed (large) real and set
P=L% Q,=YP?3 Q=HP (75)

where B is a parameter to be chosen later in terms of A. Similarly to Proposition 2, one can
show that

Ry(n) < &s(n, P)YV/2 =49 (76)
for almost all n € Hy N (X, X + H|. Here, G3(n, P) is defined by (43]).

Next, we use the circle method to evaluate the quantity R(n; A1, A2) in (74]). The orthog-
onality relation (I3) holds with S;(«) replaced by the sum

Sifa)= > e(a(p? +p3)).
p2+p3iel;

We define the sets of major and minor arcs as before. By the discussion in §5 Ay satisfies
hypotheses (A ;) in §2. Since

1
11:/ 1S da =)
0

mely
21
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pi+ps=m



we obtain similarly to (B2]) that

2.

X<n<X+H

Furthermore, similarly to (20) and (24]), we have

2

/ S1(0)Sala)e(—an) da| < HY LA (77)

/m 1S0(Sy — S| da < YV2P1/2#n (78)

and (recall (23))
/ 15155 dow < Y21/, (79)
mo

Define

1 du
Tl(ﬁ)zmieljl film)e(Bm),  fi(m) :/0 Vu(l = u)(log mu) (log m(1 — u))’

When a € M(g,a) N9M, and 6; > =, a variant of Mikawa and Peneva [19, Lemma 3] yields

|Si(a) = ST(e)| < ¢"Y P71 + Yla — a/q]),

where S(q. a7
7 S(q,a
St(a) = — Ti(a—a/q).
Hence,
/ (S, — $7)83|da < YV2p1+n, (80)
Mo
Finally, we have
| sit@)ss(@yel-an) da = T P2 x) + O(YH2P) (51)
Mo

where G3(n, P) is defined in (45]) and

1/2
3n: Ao) = / T L)e(—Bnyds = S film)fi (ms).

1/2 mH—m%:n
m;€l;
Combining (78)—(&T]), we conclude that
/ S1(a)Sa(a)e(—an) da = %63(71, P)3(n; A2) + O(Y1/2P_1/2+’7). (82)
m

From (74)), (76)), (77) and (82]), we obtain that
Rs(n) > &3(n, P)Y'/?L73

for almost all n € H3 N (X, X + H]|, provided that §; > L and the value of o; (6,) in §5

is positive. In particular, upon choosing 6, = 1—72 + e and 0, = % — 2¢, we deduce Theorem

3Bl O
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6.2. Proof of Corollary [Il. Let E)(X) be the number of exceptional integers n counted by
E4(X) with n # 1 (mod 5), and let E/(X) = E4(X) — E4(X). By a result of Harman, Watt
and Wong [9, Theorem 3], there exist prime numbers ¢; and ¢» such that

X1/2 _ x0.2625 g < X1/ _ %X0.2625’ ¢; = j (mod 5).

If n is counted by E}(X + H) — E}(X), then n — ¢ is counted by E3(X; + H) — E3(X),
where X; = X725 Since H > X17/20, Theorem [3 yields

Ey(X +H)— E)(X) < E3(X; + H) — E3(X,) < HL™, (83)

for any fixed A > 0. Similarly, if n is counted by EY(X + H) — EJ(X), then the integer
n — ¢3 is counted by E3(Xy + H) — E3(X5), where Xy < X072 Hence, Theorem [3 yields

E{(X + H) — E{(X) < E3(Xo+ H) — E3(X,) < HL™, (84)
for any fixed A > 0. The result follows from (83]) and (84)). O
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